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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 01 August 2005 , 
2aM This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-16 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-16 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 01 August 2005 is/are: a)l3 accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) Is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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12)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-{d) or (f). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-3, 4, 7, 9, 10 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Japan 2001-210126. 

The Japanese references shows a backlight device which includes a reflector 3, 
illumination tubes 1 , at least one diffuser 5 and support fittings 2 which appear to be 
secured to the reflector by a tongue and groove type fastener (figure 2) or something 
used to secure the fitting in place (figure 3). As shown in the figures, there appears to 
be some clearance for expansion of the tube within the circular fitting. Also, as shown 
in Figure 6, there is an additional support 9 and clearance exists between the fittings 
and the diffuser positioned above the fittings. As shown in Figure 2, the base of the 
fitting appears to have a rectangular shape. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5, 6, 8, 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Japan 2001-210126. 

The Japanese reference shows two different ways to secure the fitting to the reflector 
plate. The manner ii»which the fitting is secured does not affect the operation of the 
fitting in supporting the illumination tube. Therefore the choice of how to secure the 
fitting whether mechanically or through an adhesive is considered a design choice. 
Likewise the shape of the support does not affect its operation therefore whether the 
support is circular or rectangular would be a design consideration. The Japanese 
translation states that the support is transparent and flexible. Plastic would meet these 
specifications and therefore would be an obvious choice if it weren't made from plastic 
already. 

Claims 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Japan 2001 -21 01 26 in view of Lee. 

Lee discloses ip the prior art figure a diffuser with a prism sheet and then a LCD 
panel. Obviously, multiple diffuser and prisms sheet in use with a liquid crystal display 
is well known in the art. It would be obvious to one skilled in the art that the Japanese 
reference could be modified to include more than one diffuser or prism sheet as is well 
known in the prior art and taught by Lee as this would not affect the supporting of the 
illumination tubes in the back lighted device. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
. this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon Is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Japan 07-072476 is cited of interest. 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications should be 
directed to Examiner Neils at (571 ) 272-2377 on a Monday or Thursday. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandra O'Shea can be reached on (571) 272-2378. 

■ 

Y.MYQUACH-LEE 
PRIWARY EXAMINER 



